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The Group and/or Art Unit location of your application in 
the PTO has changed. To aid in correlating any papers for this 
application, all further correspondence regarding this 
application should be directed to Group Art Unit 1803. 



This application has been filed with informal drawings under 
37 C.F.R. 1.85 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 
Note the objections to the drawings under 37 CFR 1.84 set forth 
on the form PTO- 948 enclosed herewith. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. § 103 which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 



A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not 
identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 
of this title, if the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time 
the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 



Subject matter developed by another person, which qualifies as 
prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 102 of 
this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In 
considering patentability of the claims under 35 U.S. C. § 103, 
the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims 
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was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered 
therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicants are advised of the obligation under 37 C.F.R. § 1.56 
to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that 
was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in 
order for the examiner to consider the applicability of potential 
35 U.S.C. § 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. § 103. 

Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Moorhead (4,444,787), Chvapil (4,485,088), and 
Raisfeld (4,507,321), taken in view of University of Texas 
(WO 91/10427) . Treatment of scar tissue with compounds within 
the scope of those set forth in the instant claims is shown by 
Moorhead (note aminoacetonitrile at column 2, lines9-25 and 
column 5, lines 1-30; and scaring at column 3, lines 24-64), 
Chvapil (note aminoacetonitrile at ABSTRACT; scar contractures 
and fibrotic structures at column 1, lines 20-52) , and Raisfeld 
(note wound healing, treating burns at ABSTRACT; spermidine at 
column 2, line 68 & column 6, line 43; putre seine at column 3, in- 
line 2 and column 5, line 53) . Selection of other 
transglutaminase inhibitors and determination of suitable 
effective amounts thereof such as the amounts set forth in 
instant claims 9 and 10 would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in this art 
as exemplified by Universty of Texas which discloses the effect 
of transglutaminase inhibition in treating filariasis (page 5, 
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lines 4-20) and as such is of no patentable moment in the absence 
of any showing of unexpected and/or unobvious results obtained 
thereby. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 
383 U.S. 1, 86 S.Ct. 684, 15 L.Ed. 2nd 545 (1966), 148 USPQ 459, 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103 are summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

2 . Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and 
the claims at issue; and 

3 . Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent 



The other documents, set forth on the enclosed form PTO-892, 
have been considered by the examiner. Such are of interest as 
further showing the state of the art. 

Summary: rejected, claims 8-14; stand cancelled, claims 1-7. 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE TO THIS ACTION IS 
SET TO EXPIRE THREE MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THIS LETTER. FAILURE 
TO RESPOND WITHIN THE PERIOD FOR RESPONSE WILL CAUSE THE 
APPLICATION TO BECOME ABANDONED. NOTE 35 U.S.C. 133. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed 
to Ronald W. Griffin at telephone number (703) 308-4619., * \* 
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R.W .Griff in 
October 6, 1995 
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